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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, rf the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

a. Claims 1,2,5-10, and 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Gaspard, II in view of Martin et al. 

Gaspard discloses a method of offering to a vehicle 150 user by way of 
the internet (col.4 t line 57) an optimum route for a plurality of sites 
comprising obtaining stored map data (col. 7, lines 41-43), receiving site 
information over the internet (col. 4, lines 50-58), obtaining real-time traffic 
conditions (col. 8, line 1), extracting a route (col. 8, lines 2-10) and 
reporting the route to a vehicle user via the internet (col. 8, lines 8-10, Fig. 
1 ), escept for specifically stating that route is an optimum route based on 
time of travel of roads on a map. 

Martin teaches desirability of retrieving an optimum route based on 
plural destinations to be visited based on road travel times (col. 3, lines 38- 
44; col.8, lines 27-60) in order to get the shortest time route. 

It would have been obvious to use road travel times to obtain 
shortest time route as suggested by Martin in conjunction with a route 
determination system as disclosed by Gaspard, in order to obtain the 
most efficient route, in order to save a vehicle operator time and expense. 
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Regarding claim 2, Martin teaches alternately determining shortest 
distance route (col. 5, lines 25-30). 

Regarding claims 5-6, Gaspard teaches using previously used 
routes (col. 7, lines 39-43). 

Regarding claims 7-8, Gaspard (col.8, line 1) and Martin (col. 3, 
lines 44-48) disclose use of traffic data to determine optimum route. 

Regarding claim 9, Gaspard teaches use of user terminal (col. 4, 
lines 50-61). 

2. Claims 3-4 and 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gaspard II in view of Martin et al. and Westerlage et al. 

Westerlage teaches desirability in a vehicle route determination system (col. 10, 
line 1 ) of designating delivery time blocks at which a vehicle is to be at a specific 
destination (col. 8, lines 34-50; Fig. 4). 

It would have been obvious to take into account delivery time data when 
determining optimum route in a system as disclosed by Gaspard and Martin, in 
order to insure that vehicles arrived at designated points at the correct time. 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Behr, Lee, Schuessler and Jones disclose vehicle navigation 
systems. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Brent A 
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Swarthout whose telephone number is 571-272-2979. The examiner can 



normally be reached on M-F from 6:30 to 4:00. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Hofsass, can be reached on 571-272-2981 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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